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'# I I  p r L , L e t : i  i 1 1 , ~  Liinperiri  , i n no.: ,i t io 11 
OLI t o  refuse 
r t e r ,  

RDs i n t o  Their  ow11 

1. ->f 1996, cable: 
c'n i :ornpetit ive 

u s  hampering innovat ion 
i 1 i ;,Lso ihelp market 
ubi e s ub s c r i ber s ' hi- i 1 i t i  

t - r t i o n  l imits (enc i , . i i ng  r : ; les) i r i  d o c k i t  r ~ o .  
ce  Gf al lowing cons!irr!eLs 
:3 of a p a r t i c u l a r  c a b l e  
competi t ion spur red  o n  

t h e  freedom t o  choose t he  
i l a b l e .  The CableCAKD 
harm consumers by 

c t i o n s  w i l l  g e t  e v e n  
scxes  a r e  unchecked by c o m p e l i t i o n .  

7 F . 1 1 0 4 ( a )  :li 
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FCZ ? s u b  ir C o m m e n t s  
12ttI  S t r e e t  SW 

r t i i r i g ton ,  Df1 20554 

.Li a ~ ) t i s i i m e r  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  p r o t e c t i n g  c o m p e t i t i o n ,  
l t , g i + ? m a t e  use of cab le  TV c o n t e n t ,  I u r g e  you t o  
w a i v e r s  of 4 7  CE'K 7h.l304(a) (1) by NCTA, C h a r t e r ,  
e t h e r -  ( c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s .  T h e  FCC's i n t e g r a t i o n  ban ,  wh ich  i n  e f f e c t  

. ?+t - top  b o x e s ,  r e m a i n s  good p o l i c y  t o d a y .  

N i w  t e n  y e a r s  a f t e r  t h e  T e l e c o m m u n i c a t i o n s  A c t  of 1 9 9 6 ,  cab le  

r e s  cab le  compan ies  t? i r i t e g r a t e  C a b l e C A R D s  i n t o  t h e i r  own 

p . i n i e s  h a v e  d r a g g e d  t h e i r  f e e t  l o n g  enough on  c o m p e t i t i v e  
i - r n a t i v e s  t o  p r o p r i e t a ~ y  s e t - t o p  b o x e s ,  t h u s  hamper ing  i n n o v a t i o n  

lharminq c '>nsumers .  'The i n t e g r a t i o n  ban  w i l l  a l s o  h e l p  m a r k e t  
i ~ ' ,  z ~ e t  i t . ibr l  p r e v e n t  f u r t i l e r  r e s t r i c t i o n s  o n  c a b l e  s u b s c r i b e r s '  a b i l i t i  
t , ~  r,ak.e l e g i t i m a t e  u s e  of r e c o r d e d  c o n t e n t .  

By i i o p t i i q  c o n t e n t  p r o t e c t i o n  l i m i t s  ( e n c o d i n g  r u l e s )  i n  d o c k e t  no .  
54. - 0 1 ,  t h e  C o m i : > s i o n  r e c o y r l i r e d  t h e  i m p o r t a n c e  of a l l o w i n g  consumers  
t~ -. :.:ike c i r ~ t a i n  u s e s  of TV ( c o n t e n t ,  r e g a r d l e s s  of a p a r t i c u l a r  c a b l e  

drl~'i o r  c o p y r i q h t  h o l d e r ' ;  w i s h e s .  With c o m p e t i t i o n  s p u r r e d  o n  
b: t. i ir  I n t e g r a t i o n  bail ,  ,consumer;; would h a v e  t h e  f r e e d o m  t o  c h o o s e  t h t  
leas: ze!;t I i c t - i v e  c a b l e - i o m p a t i k i e  d e v i c e  a v a i l a b l e .  The C a b l e C A R D  
i t a i l i , i n r d  ,a1  r e a d y  p r e s c r i b e s  r e s t r i c r i ans  t h a t  harm consumers  b y  

w i' r - ab le  p r o v i d e r s '  se t - t  b o x e s  are unchecked  b y  c o m p e t i t i o n .  

Elease re !~ i i s e  r e q u e s t s  ior~ w a i v e i s  o f  4 7  CFR 7 6 . 1 2 0 4  (a) ( 1 ) .  

!: i n c e r e l y ,  

M s .  ':t!ris S i o l o  
2 , ~  6 C ' i  !:;t,i:,ii1,3 Rd 
l l c n i f e e ,  CA 92581-6763 

, im: l . i  ~ .-2t? ~ n o n - i n f r i n g i n g  u s e s ,  and  s u c h  r e s t r i c t i o n s  w i l l  g e t  e v e n  



?' t '  F'~iblic I'omments 
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I interested in protecring competition, innovation, 
i~e use 2f cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests 
rf 4? CE'R 76.1204'a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Veriron, and ail 
Lb:e p r i v i d e r s .  The FCC's integration ban, which in effect 
c&lt :Qmpanies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 

h,o.xes, remain:: qood policy today. 

'007 

I the Telecor~unications Act of 1996,  cable 
yqed tlheir feet long enough on competitive 
oprietary set-t op boxes, t h u s  hampering innovation 
ers. The integration ban will also help market 
t f u r t ! i e r  restrictions on cable subscribers' abiiit! 

Legitin3te i i s e  of recorded content. 

t protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no. 

it certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable 
Jer's or t:',~'yright holder's iiishes. With competition spurred on 

I L I ) ~  int~qration b a n ,  cr)nsiimers would have the freedom to choose tht 

lciai~i ri1reatTy prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by 

3; c 0, the Comnission recognized the importance of allowing consumers 

e-conipatible device available. The CableCARD 

t~ i m ?  nor-infiinginsg uses, and such restrictions will get even 
1: cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition. 

for waivers of 41 CFR 76.1204(a) (I). 

111 $ 5  s;lii:e 
W F i ; . r i  t>en.l Rivd 



ope+, "c 
risumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and '@of cao0 
:,~~te use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for 

e r i  , ' t  41 CFK 76.!2@4(a) ( 1 )  by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 9 *bo 
. . .~ . 2, ih le  prt,;.iders. The E 'CC ' s  integration ban, which in effect 

,-e, > - - _ ,  )F bo:.:es, remains good policy today. 
zt :#.ii:ts <.able ccompani~es to integrate CableCARDs into their own 

 ye,:^^ af t ,= . r  the Tflecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
e: lhave ;dragged t h e i r  feet long enough on competitive 
tii-tr to propri~etary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 

i n t i  ! L i r n i i  in?: ioi!s'>niers. The integration ban will also help market 
!r.pe?r~ i1-ic.r. p i e ' i e n t  further rsstr tions on cable subscribers' abilit! 

i eyXitiiiLtite ~ s e  of recorded content. 

L r r ! q  coiltent protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no. 
t.he Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers 

t . , ,  rake (certairi uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable 
I-,! ,c"-it~jer'$, or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on 
t > \ ~  rtte ~ntegrai.ion ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose th t  
t ees?  ~estrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD 
.st ~2*,3:lard a1 r~eady prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by 

L i I:C:J non-iilfringiny !uses, and such restrictions will get even 
\wr' ::e if ;.ible providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition. 

! ? i . f r r ~ e  requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1). 

l , l r .  T;dd Swee 

~ n d ,  kin, 98052-1924 
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N .+: hi!; 2 t u i l ,  LjC 2 OS 5 4 

,A> a c~nsumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, 
Ie;itimc3:e use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse 
~ a ! . ; ; ~ r s  r:'f 47 CFK 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, 
'. 'ti~sr c a b l e  providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect 
~ c , : i i r e s  cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
3 t t  - '  es, renmjns good policy today. 

cid:s ifter the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
have ,cragged their feet long enough on competitive 

ves tn proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 

i o n  prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' abiliti 
leqit.im2te use of recorded content. 

i I I , ; !  content prot.ecti?n limits (encoding rules) in docket no. 
he Corrmission recognized the importance of allowing consumers 
certain use5 of TV content, regardless of a particular cable 
' s  ,,L copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on 
ntegration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose thc 
strictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD 

ans h a r m i n g  consumers. The integration ban will also help market 

,-t~n.lird alrea\Jy prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by 
liriting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even 

if cable providers' s e t - t o p  boxes are unchecked by competition. 

~:u;e requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1). 

Sir.ciri- 1-;, 

W .  Thomas Wil.?on 
9 QLantril Way 
t - i i n o i e ,  MD 212115-32335 

.~ 
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sunter  ;nterested in protecting competition, innovation, 

7 5  cable TV content, I urge you to refuse 
76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, 

ders.  The F C C ' s  integration ban, which in effect 
mpanies ti? iiiteyrate CableCARDs into their own 

h:,xes, reniaini good p > l i c y  today. 

years diter the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 

~ilter:.it ives t c . )  proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
'111'1 I~.ariming coiisumers. The integration ban will also help market 

t, cike lqitimdre use of recorded content. 

b',' , -Jnyt  irg content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no. 
'+:-3O, the Comiissinn recognized the importance of allowing consumers 
h- '?.ai.c crrtaiil uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable 
, ) I  ' ~ i d t ! ' :  31 ropyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on 
tL'y rhc-  integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the 
: es jt .~r.strictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD 

,di;ies b v e  dragged their feet l o n g  enough on competitive 

r'iti,iii prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' abiliti 

already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by 
noIl-infrinqing Lises, and such restrictions will get even 

If cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition. 

refuse r e q u e s t s  for waivers of 41 CFR 76.1204(a) (1). 

.:ir~:t: ( i l y ,  



FC'~'  F u b l k  C Q m l r n t s  
4 4 5  i i t k l  S t ~ r e e t  SW 

i " T  U I ~ ~ . : : I  ~ r ,q ton ,  DC 2'0554 

4: i cc.r:sumsi- j r i t e r e s t e d  i n  p r o t e c t i n g  c o m p e t i t i o n ,  
~ ~ . - . t ~ i i i i a t e  iise of c a b l e  TV c o n t e n t ,  I u r g e  you t o  
; i C i i  'cis of  4 1  CFR - ' 6 . 1 2 0 4 ( a )  (1) b y  NCTA, C h a r t e r ,  
) t h i i L  cab le  p r ; , \ f i d e r s .  The FCC's i n t e g r a t i o n  b a n ,  wh ich  i n  e f f ec t  
~e , r i ' i i :  ~s c a b l e  compan ies  t o  i n t e q r a t e  C a b l e C A R D s  i n t o  t h e i r  own 

s ,  I -emdins good p o l i c y  t o d a y .  

e r ~  y e a r s  a f t e r  the T e l e c o m m u n i c a t i o n s  A c t  of 1996,  cable  
~hic's h a v e  d r a g g e d  t h e i r  f e e t  long enough on c o m p e t i t i v e  

i i ~ l  , h : t r m l n y  c o ~ ~ ~ u r n e r s .  T h e  i n t e g r a t i o n  ban w i l l  a l s o  h e l p  market 
tti ce:s t.' p r o p r i e t a r y  s e t - t o p  b o x e s ,  t h u s  h a m p e r i n g  i n n o v a t i o n  

ti t l . - n  prevent f u r t h e r  r e s t r i c t i o n s  o n  cab le  s u b s c r i b e r s '  a b i l i t i  
' ? . k r  l e g i t  irkite u s e  of r e c o r d e d  c o n t e n t .  

nt p r o t e c t i o n  l i m i t s  ( e n c o d i n g  rules) i n  d o c k e t  no .  

e c e r t a i n  u s e s  of TV c o n t e n t ,  r e g a r d l e s s  of a p a r t i c u l a r  cab le  
i : : r ~ - ~ : ,  c.r copyright h o l d e r ' s  w i s h e s .  Wi th  c o m p e t i t i o n  s p u r r e d  on 

t h e  Zomniission r e c o g n i z e d  t h e  i m p o r t a n c e  of a l l o w i n g  consumers  

oy :he i n t e y r a t . i o r i  b a n ,  consumers  would h a v e  t h e  f r e e d o m  t o  c h o o s e  t h t  
l e i s t  r e s t r i c t i v e  c a b l e - c o m p a t i b l e  d e v i c e  a v a i l a b l e .  T h e  C a b l e C A R D  
s t -= . !&~d  a l r e a d y  p r e s c r i b e s  r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  harm consumers  b y  
~Lii i ' ; r~ing r c n - i n f r i n g i n g  u s e s ,  and  s u c h  r e s t r i c t i o n s  w i l l  g e t  e v e n  

i l ~  ,:;,cle p r o v i d e r s '  s e t - t o p  b o x e s  a re  unchecked  by c o m p e t i t i o n .  

l.e$~e ? e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  f o r  w a i v e r s  o f  41 CFR 7 6 . 1 2 0 4 ( a )  ( I ) .  

:; i : ~  2i 


